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Dear  Reader: 
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On  May  27,  1981,  we  released  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS) 
on  the  proposed  livestock  grazing  management  program  for  the  Southern  Rio 
Grande  Planning  Area  (SRGPA)  for  review  and  comment. 

In  addition  to  the  DEIS,  we  would  like  you  to  review  and  comment  on  the 
enclosed  Summary  of  Multiple  Use  Recommendations  for  the  SRGPA.  We  would 
like  to  emphasize  that  the  DEIS  and  Multiple  Use  Recommendations  are  two 
separate  documents.  When  addressing  either  document,  please  keep  your 
comments  separate. 

Your  comments  on  the  Multiple  Use  Recommendations  should  be  mailed  to 
the  Las  Cruces  District  Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.  0.  Box  1420, 
Las  Cruces,  New  Mexico  88004  by  July  24,  1981.  If  you  prefer  to  comment 
in  person  either  orally  or  in  writing,  come  to  our  office  at  1705  N.  Valley 
Drive,  Las  Cruces,  or  attend  one  of  the  following  meetings: 


Branigan  Memorial  Library 
200  E.  Picacho 
Las  Cruces,  MM 


July  9,  1981 


July  8,  1981     Branigan  Memorial  Library    10:00  a.m.  -  Meeting  - 

comments  on  Multiple  Use 
Recommendations 

1 :30  p.m.  -  Hearing  - 
oral  testimony  or  written 
statements  concerning  the 
adequacy  and  accuracy  of  the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

10:00  a.m.  -  Meeting  - 
comments  on  Multiple  Use 
Recommendations 

1 :30  p.m.  -  Hearing  - 
oral  testimony  or  written 
statements  concerning  the 
adequacy  and  accuracy  of  the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (FEIS)  will  be  completed  by 
September,  1981.  Following  completion  of  the  FEIS,  final  planning 
decisions  will  be  made  for  the  SRGPA. 


Convention  Center 

corner  of  Daniels  &  McAdoo 

Truth  or  Consequences,  NM 


BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT  LIBRARY 


Denver ,    Colorado 


88915717 


Sincerely  yours, 

Daniel  C.  B.  Rathbun 
District  Manager 


PREFACE 

The  following  pages  contain  a  summary  of  the  proposed  multiple  use 
decisions  for  public  land  and  their  resources  within  the  Southern  Rio 
Grande  Planning  Area  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Las  Cruces  District. 
The  summary  uses  information  from  the  multiple  use  recommendations 
(Management  Framework  Plan  (MFP)  Step  II)  completed  by  the  Area  Manager 
as  well  as  the  Proposed  Action  for  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(EIS)  on  livestock  grazing. 

More  detailed  narratives  and  maps  describing  the  resources  and  their 
various  uses  are  available  at  the  District  Office  in  Las  Cruces,  New 
Mexico.  You  are  invited  to  visit  the  office  and  review  these  detailed 
documents  at  your  convenience. 


LAND  USE  PLANNING 

Land  use  planning  begins  with  the  gathering  of  data  for  all  natural 
resources  in  the  Planning  Area.  Information  is  secured  from  many  sources, 
including  resource  inventories,  government  entities,  user  groups,  and 
individuals.  The  data  provides  the  information  base  upon  which  interdis- 
ciplinary planning  is  undertaken  to  analyze  the  potential  of  the  land 
and  identify  and  resolve  resource  use  conflicts. 

Unit  Resource  Analysis 

Once  data  is  collected,  it  is  documented  on  maps  and  in  tabular  and 
narrative  form  in  the  Unit  Resource  Analysis,  which  is  a  bank  of  existing 
information  about  the  land  and  its  resources.  The  Unit  Resource  Analysis 
also  contains  an  analysis  of  the  capability  or  opportunities  for  develop- 
ment, management,  protection,  and  utilization  of  each  of  the  several 
resource  categories.  These  include  lands,  recreation,  wildlife  habitat, 
watershed,  range  management,  minerals,  timber,  and  cultural  resources. 
In  analyzing  these  capabilities  and  opportunities,  a  "tunnel  vision 
approach"  is  used  to  explore  the  full  capability  and  potential  of  each 
separate  resource  without  multiple  use  consideration  and  constraints. 

Planning  Area  Analysis 

After  the  collection  and  documentation  of  basic  resource  information, 
the  social,  economic,  and  institutional  information  is  interpreted.  The 
Planning  Area  Analysis  indicates  the  significance  of  the  lands  to  the 
users,  the  operators,  the  community,  and  the  region.  It  also  analyzes 
the  reguirements  of  the  public  now  and  in  the  future  for  the  resource 
categories  mentioned  above. 

Management  Framework  Planning  Process 

This  is  a  three-steD  process  wherein  information  from  the  Unit  Resource 
Analysis  and  Planning  Area  Analysis  is  critically  analyzed  and  developed 
into  a  land  management  plan.  The  three  stens  are  as  follows: 

1.  Activity  Recommendations 

Using  information  from  the  Unit  Resource  Analysis  and  the  "tunnel 
vision  approach,"  resource  specialists  develop  specific  recommenda- 
tions for  each  resource  category. 

2.  Multiple  Use  Recommendations 

This  stage  involves  evaluation  of  recommendations  for  the  various 
resources,  identifyinq  conflicts  and  comparing  recommendations  and 
alternative  solutions  to  resource  management  conflicts.  The  alterna- 
tives worked  out  are  called  multiple  use  recommendations. 


3.  Public  Participation  and  Decisions 

Public  participation  is  one  of  the  most  important  aspects  of  the 
nlanning  process.  A  series  of  nublic  meetings  is  held  with  various 
interest  groups. 

After  full  consideration  of  input  from  the  public,  final  multiple 
use  recommendations  are  prepared  to  resolve  conflicts  and  provide 
management  direction.  Upon  approval  of  the  framework  plan,  the 
multiple  use  recommendations  become  mananement  decisions.  These 
management  decisions  guide  the  processing  of  leases,  permits,  licenses, 
land  actions,  and  other  administrative  matters.  The  entire  plan, 
including  the  decisions,  is  periodically  updated  when  new  technology 
or  information  becomes  available. 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS) 

A  grazing  EIS  is  compiled  which  describes  a  proposal  to  allocate  forage 
to  livestock  and  big  game,  determine  levels  of  livestock  grazing  manage- 
ment, identify  needed  support  facilities,  outline  a  general  implementation 
schedule,  list  the  standard  operating  procedures,  and  discuss  the  inter- 
relationships with  the  other  programs  in  the  area.  In  addition  to  this 
Proposed  Action,  several  alternatives  are  considered.  A  discussion  of 
the  affected  environment  is  briefly  summarized  and  the  environmental 
consequences  which  would  result  from  the  implementation  of  the  proposed 
action  and  each  alternative  are  analyzed.  The  EIS  is  not  a  decision 
document.  The  public's  role  at  this  point  is  to  comment  on  the  accuracy 
and  adequacy  of  the  draft  and  final  documents.  The  decisions  for  the 
activities  discussed  in  the  EIS  are  made  at  the  end  of  the  Management 
Framework  Planning  process. 
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MULTIPLE  USE  RECOMMENDATIONS 

I.  Southern  Rio  Grande  Management  Framework  Plan  Step  2  Recommendations 

A.  Lands 

BLM  will  continue  to  make  public  land  available  for  urban/suburban 
expansion  east  of  Las  Cruces  between  "A"  Mountain  and  U.S.  70.  Public 
land  has  been  identified  to  accomodate  the  industrial  and  commercial 
requirements  for  the  proposed  Anapra  airport  development  (Dona  Ana 
County)  and  industrial  park  development  south  of  the  Las  Cruces/Crawford 
Airport.  It  has  also  been  recommended  that  public  land  be  made  available 
to  local  governments  or  nonprofit  groups  for  recreation  and  public 
purposes  (R&PP).  In  particular,  we  will  consider  the  needs  for  a  proposed 
high  school  site  near  Anthony  and  the  City  of  Las  Cruces  for  the  West 
Mesa  Park. 

We  recommend  that  suitable  public  land  be  available  for  rights- 
of-way  to  serve  public  needs.  To  alleviate  the  hazardous  conditions 
that  exist  in  the  Planning  Area,  it  has  been  recommended  to  clean  up  and 
and  post  "No  Dumping"  signs  at  several  unauthorized  dumping  areas  and  to 
post  or  fence,  as  appropriate,  open  pits  and  inoperable  mine  shafts. 

Small,  uneconomic,  or  difficult  to  manage  tracts  of  public  land 
isolated  from  other  public  land  have  been  identified  as  suitable  for 
exchanges  or  to  be  classified  for  disposal.  Essentially,  these  public 
lands  are  small  isolated  tracts  where  no  significant  resource  conflicts 
can  be  identified  or  landowners  have  formally  proposed  acquisition. 

B.  Minerals 

The  public  land  in  the  Planning  Area  suitable  for  oil,  gas,  and 
geothermal  exploration,  development,  and  production  should  remain  available 
to  meet  an  increasing  national  demand  for  energy  minerals.  The  leases 
would  be  subject  to  any  restrictions  deemed  necessary  through  environ- 
mental assessment  and  withdrawal  review.  The  Engle  coal  field  excluding 
the  Ash  Springs  area  was  recommended  for  exploration,  development,  and 
production. 

(NOTE:  Comments  made  following  completion  of  the  MFP  Step  2  indicates 
that  the  following  areas  should  be  leased  but  with  a  "no  surface  occu- 
pancy" stipulation:  (1)  Organ  Mountain  Recreation  Lands  (2)  Dona  Ana 
Mountains  (3)  Aden  Research  Natural  Area  and  Lava  Flow  (4)  Kil bourne 
Hole  National  Natural  Landmark  (5)  Franklin  Mountains  (6)  Jornada  Lava 
Flow  (7)  Palomas  Creek  (8)  Ash  Springs.) 


The  public  land  in  the  Planning  Area  will  generally  remain  open 
to  mineral  location  and  development  consistent  with  the  1872  Mining  Lav/, 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976,  and  BLM's  interim  wilder- 
ness management* policy.  Areas  of  known  claim  locations  will  be  reviewed 
to  ensure  that  these  claims  are  being  used  only  for  mining  and  related 
purposes.  Eighteen  areas  were  specifically  recommended  for  exploration 
and  production  of  locatable  minerals.  These  lie  generally  in  the  mountain- 
ous areas  in  Dona  Ana  and  Sierra  Counties. 

To  meet  the  needs  of  local  and  state  governments,  industry  and 
individuals  for  the  sale  and  free  use  of  mineral  materials,  two  sites 
have  been  identified  for  the  community  pits  (BLM  designated  sale  areas) 
and  seven  areas  have  been  identified  as  having  excellent  potential  for 
material  sales.  No  major  conflicts  with  development  of  these  areas  were 
identified.  Also,  many  of  the  areas  are  close  to  population  centers  or 
areas  of  major  activity.  Other  sites  were  identified  but  major  conflicts 
with  other  resource  activities  preclude  their  development  at  this  time. 

C.  Other  Vegetative  Products 

Collection  and  sale  areas  have  been  identified  for  a  variety  of 
vegetative  products.  Vegetation  specifically  identified  in  the  recommen- 
dations includes  cacti,  ocotillo,  yucca,  sotol  base,  juniper  branches, 
woodland  products,  fourwing  saltbush  seed  and  mesquite.  Areas'  recommend- 
ed as  closed  to  vegetation  collection  include  the  East  Potrillo  Mountains, 
Franklin  Mountains,  and  Organ  Mountains.  To  avoid  plant  destruction,  a 
careful  analysis  will  be  made  on  a  case-by-case  basis  in  each  specific 
area. 

D.  Recreation 

For  the  management  of  general  leisure,  recommendations  were  to 
develop  primitive  camping  and  picnicking  facilities  near  Kilbourne  Hole 
to  designate  the  Dona  Ana  Mountains  as  a  general  outdoor  recreation  area, 
and  to  develop  a  primitive,  low  density  campground  and  picnic  area  (20 
family  units)  in  the  bowl  of  the  Dona  Ana  Mountains.  To  enhance  the 
recreation  experience  of  the  Organ  Mountain  Recreation  Lands  (OMRL), 
habitat  for  a  bighorn  sheep  transplant  should  be  made  available  to  the 
New  Mexico  Department  of  Game  and  Fish  and  the  Soledad  Ecology  Garden 
should  be  interpreted  and  parking  made  available.  It  was  also  recommend- 
ed that  the  federal  ownership  of  the  Dona  Mountains  Recreation  Lands  be 
consol idated. 

Numerous  historic  trails  and  sites  are  located  in  the  Planning 
Area.  To  protect  the  values  of  these  areas  on  public  land  studies, 
nominations,  and  designations  as  National  Historic  Trail  were  recommend- 
ed for  five  areas:  Butterfield  Trail,  Cooke's  Wagon  Road,  Kearney's 
Route,  Jornado  del  Muerto,  and  El  Camino  Real.  Protection  was  recommend- 
ed for  the  historic  church  and  school  in  Lake  Valley.  Other  areas 
mentioned  for  acquisition,  management,  and  interpretation  for  historic 


sightseeing  were  the  Rough  and  Ready  Station,  Fort  Mason  and  the  abandon- 
ed Southern  Pacific  Railroad. 

One  Area  of  Critical  Environmental  Concern  (ACEC)  was  recom- 
mended to  preserve  the  scenic  values  in  the  Organ  Mountains.  Develop- 
ments in  the  remainder  of  the  Planning  Area  will  be  applied  in  such  a 
manner  so  as  to  maintain  the  recommended  visual  resource  classifications 
specified  in  the  plan.  In  essence,  the  classifications  establish  guide- 
lines to  be  considered  in  developing  individual  projects. 


used: 


To  manage  Off-Road  Vehicle  (ORV)  use,  several  designations  were 

1.  Open  to  Intensive  ORV  Use 

a.  Mossman  Arroyo 

b.  Alameda  Arroyo 

c.  Anapra 

d.  Airport 

e.  Rincon  Arroyo 

2.  Limited  to  Designated  Roads  and  Trails 

a.  Organ  Mountain  Recreation  Lands 

b.  Dona  Ana  Mountains 

c.  Aden  Lava  Flow,  West  Potrillo  Mountains,  Mine  House 
Springs 

d.  Kil bourne  Hole  National  Natural  Landmark 

e.  Aden  Lava  Flow  Research  Natural  Area 

f.  Franklin  Mountains 

g.  Jornada  Lava  Flow 

h.  Palomas  Creek,  Ash  Spring 

3.  Closed  to  ORV  Use 

a.  Diamond  and  Roderick  Ecological  Plots 

b.  21  ecological  study  plots  (2.5  acres  each) 


c.  Burton  Bead  Site 

d.  3  archaeological  sites  (Sierra  County) 

e.  1/4  mile  strip  along  the  international  border 
4.  Open  to  ORV  Use 

All  other  areas 

(NOTE:  Other  areas  tentatively  identified  since  completion  of  MFP  Step 

2  for  designation  as  limited  to  designated  roads  and  trails  include: 

(1)  Robledo  Mountains  (2)  Las  Uvas  Mountains  (3)  Mount  Riley  (4)  Addition- 
al parts  of  the  West  Potrillos.) 

It  was  recommended  that  the  road  to  Caballo  Peak  be  opened  to 
casual  recreational  users  and  that  scenic  pulloffs  along  the  road  be 
constructed. 

Other  recreation  recommendations  include  the  identification, 
selection,  and  protection  of  21  ecological  study  plots  (2.5  acres  per 
site),  the  designation  of  a  pinon  pine  nut  collection  area  in  the  Cuchillo 
Mountains  and  16  rock  collection  areas  scattered  throughout  the  Planning 
Area.  Due  to  riparian  values,  Palomas  Creek  and  Ash  Spring  will  be 
studied  for  possible  withdrawal  to  all  forms  of  entry,  and  two  unique 
and  fragile  caves  were  recommended  for  protection. 

E.  Cultural  Resources 

The  Planning  Area  contains  many  sites  of  high  scientific, 
historic,  and  cultural  significance.  We  will  continue  to  work  with  the 
scientific  community  to  permit  research  studies  and  protect  unique 
sites.  Parts  of  the  protection  effort  include  inventories  of  historic 
and  archaeologic  resources  as  necessary  when  funding  becomes  available, 
and  a  variety  of  studies  to  obtain  information  necessary  for  better 
understanding,  long-term  management,  and  evaluation.  Four  sites  were 
specifically  identified  for  withdrawal  from  locateable  mineral  entry, 
protection  from  surface  disturbing  activities,  and  patrols. 

II.  Southern  Rio  Grande  Grazing  Environmental  Impact  Statement  Proposed 
Action 

A.  Proposed  Rangeland  Program  (Livestock  Grazing,  Wildlife  Habitat, 
and  Watershed) 

The  purpose  of  the  Proposed  Action  is  to  manage,  enhance,  and 
protect  the  soil  and  vegetation  resources  of  the  Planning  Area  which 
provide  the  foundation  for  watershed,  livestock  forage,  and  wildlife 
habitat.  The  objectives  are:  (1)  by  the  year  2010,  increase  total 
livestock  and  big  game  forage  production  from  194,130  Animal  Unit  Months 


(AUMs)  to  218,841  AUMs;  (2)  manage  key  deer  habitat  in  the  Caballo  and 
Organ  Mountains  to  enhance  production  of  preferred  deer  forage  species; 
(3)  manage  key  pronghorn  habitat  in  the  Jornada  Plain  to  enhance  produc- 
tion of  preferred  pronghorn  forage  species;  (4)  protect  and  manage  131 
acres  of  riparian  vegetation  on  public  land  along  the  Rio  Grande,  the 
South  Fork  of  Palomas  Creek,  Berrenda  Creek,  and  on  the  Corral itos 
Ranch;  (5)  improve  the  rangeland  condition  on  1,649,690  acres  which  are 
in  poor  to  fair  condition,  and  maintain  the  condition  on  496,344  acres 
currently  classified  in  good  or  better  condition  or  which  have  limited 
or  no  potential  for  improvement;  and  (6)  protect  and  enhance  the  habitat 
for  threatened,  endangered,  "or  sensitive  plant  and  animal  species. 

1.  Amount  of  Vegetation  Allocated  to  Grazing  and  Other  Uses 

The  normal  level  of  livestock  grazing  (approximated  by  a  5- 
year  average  of  licensed  use  of  192,364  AUMs)  and  the  present  estimated 
big  game  populations  (1,766  AUMs)  provides  an  indication  of  the  amount 
of  forage  that  is  currently  being  harvested  in  the  Planning  Area.  This 
data,  in  conjunction  with  information  gained  through  consultation  and 
coordination  (Sec.  8  -  Public  Rangelands  Improvement  Act)  with  permittees 
and  other  interested  parties  and  other  resource  data  that  becomes  avail- 
able, would  be  used  to  determine  the  initial  livestock  grazing  allocations. 
The  initial  allocations  would  be  implemented  in  1983.  Monitoring  studies 
(e.g.,  actual  use,  utilization,  precipitation)  would  be  initiated  in 
conjunction  with  the  initial  allocations  to  determine  if  grazing  adjust- 
ments would  be  needed.  If  the  monitoring  studies  indicate  that  grazing 
adjustments  are  necessary  to  arrive  at  the  proper  grazing  capacity,  they 
would  be  implemented  in  1985  and  1987. 

2.  Method  of  Grazing  Management 

There  are  presently  13  allotments  (365,175  acres)  with 
Allotment  Management  Plans  (AMPs)  approved  prior  to  1975.  Of  these, 
seven  are  managed  under  deferred  rotation  grazing  systems  and  six  are 
managed  under  rest  rotation.  The  grazing  systems  and  season  of  use  for 
these  allotments  would  remain  unchanged. 

Less  intensive  management  would  be  proposed  for  115  allotments 
(265,655  acres).  The  allotments  designated  for  less  intensive  management 
would  be  those  with  little  public  land  (intermingled  with  state  and 
private  lands)  and  which  would  be  difficult  to  manage  under  intensive 
management.  On  allotments  with  less  intensive  management,  continuous 
yearlong  livestock  grazing  normally  would  occur. 

Intensive  management  would  be  proposed  for  70  allotments 
(1,486,772  acres).  Allotments  designated  for  intensive  management  would 
be  those  allotments  with  potential  for  improvement,  contain  substantial 
quantities  of  public  land,  or  where  the  government  has  or  would  have 


substantial  financial  investment.  Intensive  management  would  incorporate 
minimum  rest  periods  based  on  the  physiological  needs  of  the  key  forage 
species.  The  specific  management  treatments  and  key  forage  species  for 
which  the  treatments  are  designed  would  be  developed  on  an  allotment-by- 
allotment  basis  following  the  publication  of  the  Final  EIS.  The  specific 
treatment  to  be  applied  to  each  allotment  would  depend  on  numerous 
factors  such  as  key  species,  climate,  improvements  needed,  topography, 
class  of  livestock,  etc.  In  addition  to  specific  management  treatments, 
yearlong  grazing  would  be  considered  on  allotments  where  it  would  be 
more  feasible. 

3.  Period  of  Use  and  Kind  of  Livestock 

Although  the  Planning  Area  is  presently  classified  as  suitable 
for  grazing  by  cattle,  sheep,  goats,  and  horses,  present  grazing  use  of 
the  public  land  is  primarily  by  cattle  and  a  few  saddle  horses.  Any 
future  requests  for  changes  in  kind  of  livestock  would  be  analyzed 
through  Environmental  Assessments  (EAs)  on  an  individual  basis.  Changes 
of  existing  kinds  of  livestock  are  not  proposed. 

4.  Rangeland  Improvement  Projects 

Range! and  improvement  projects  consisting  primarily  of 
fences  and  water  developments  would  be  necessary  to  achieve  better  live- 
stock distribution  patterns,  to  convert  potentially  suitable  rangeland 
into  suitable  rangeland,  and  to  protect  areas  which  have  high  values 
for  other  resources  such  as  wildlife,  watershed,  threatened,  endangered, 
or  sensitive  plants  and  animals,  and  archaeological  or  historical  resources. 
The  rangeland  improvements  proposed  for  the  Planning  Area  under  the 
Proposed  Action  include:  14  dirt  tanks,  173  miles  of  pipeline,  177 
drinking  troughs,  drilling  or  equipping  40  wells  (energy  saving  windmills 
would  be  used  where  feasible),  7  cattleguards,  34  storage  tanks,  1 
spring,  and  256  miles  of  fence. 

To  achieve  the  objectives  for  wildlife  habitat,  rangeland 
improvements  would  be  made  under  guidelines  (Standard  Operating  Procedures) 
to  enhance  wildlife  habitat.  Standard  Operating  Procedures  consists  of 
constructing  fences  according  to  multiple  use  standards,  using  appropriate 
seed  mixtures  in  any  reseeding  projects,  conducting  site-specific  clear- 
ances for  threatened  or  endangered  species  on  rangeland  improvement 
projects,  providing  for  the  protection  of  raptors,  providing  water  for 
wildlife,  and  requiring  small  animal  escape  ramps  in  all  waters. 

5.  Vegetation  Treatment  Projects 

Vegetation  treatments  are  proposed  for  approximately  40,077 
acres.  Chemical  treatment  is  proposed  for  29,772  acres  of  mesquite  and 
for  9,705  acres  of  creosote,  and  mechanical  treatment  is  proposed  for 
600  acres  of  cholla  (See  Table  1-1). 


6.  Follow- Up  Studies 

Monitoring  of  the  rangeland  management  program  would  be 
necessary  to  determine  the  correct  livestock  grazing  capacity,  the 
effectiveness  of  the  grazing  treatments,  and  the  effectiveness  of  the 
vegetation  treatments  and  rangeland  improvements.  During  monitoring, 
permittees  and  other  interested  individuals  and  groups  would  be  contacted 
and  informed  of  the  procedures  which  would  be  used  in  initiating  the 
studies  and  would  be  invited  to  participate  in  the  process. 

As  a  minimum,  the  monitoring  studies  would  be  designed  to 
collect  data  on  actual  livestock  use,  wildlife  use,  degree  of  key  forage 
species  utilization,  climatic  conditions,  and  rangeland  ecological 
condition  and  trend.  Proper  forage  utilization  would  vary  depending  on 
the  key  forage  species  and  season  of  use. 


TABLE  1-1 


Allotment 
Number 


3002 
3003 
3036 
3038 
3044 
6053 
6102 
TOTAL 


SUMMARY  OF  PROPOSED  VEGETATION  TREATMENTS  ON  PUBLIC  LAND 
PROPOSED  ACTION  AND  ENHANCEMENT  OF  OTHER  RESOURCE  VALUES 


( Acres)**/ 

Chemical  Treatment 


Creosote 


3,960 


5,745 


9,705 


Mesauite 


4,279 
1,600 

16,210 
3,428 
4,255 

29,772 


(Acres)-/ 
Mechanical  Treatment 
Cholla 


600 


600 


Total 

Acres 

Treated 

Add 
to 

itional  AUMs  Avail 
Livestock  Through 
Manipulation 

4,279 

643 

1,600 

252 

3,960 

264 

16,210 

2,619 

3,428 

541 

10,000 

1,667 

600 

0 

40,077 


4,618 


Estimated  Cost 
Per  Acre 


S5.00-S10.00 


$20.00-$25.00 


Estimated  Total 

Cost  S77, 640-597,050   $595,440-5744,300 


520.00 


512,000 


Source:  BLM  Las  Cruces  District  Office  Planning  Documents,  1980. 
Notes:  a/Acreages  are  included  in  Maximization  Table  of  Treatments. 


However,  the  increased  AUMs  are  not  included, 
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